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Sumniaiy of tlie Prosecution 

This application is the US Nationd Phase of PeT/US03/00240. In a Writt^h Opinion 
mailed 3 March 2004, in PGT/US03/0O240, the IPEA examiner found that claims 1-3, 6, 
10. and 1 1 were anticipated by Schroder, et al., ''Data parallel volume rendering as line 
25 drawing", 1992 Workshop on Vabme ¥isualmtwn/l(¥92^ ACM, 1992 (henGeforth 
"Schrader"). Applicant traversed the rejection in a Response to a Written Opinion filed 
April 6, 2004j but the IPEA examiner persisted in his rejection in the IPER which was 
mailed Jan. 26^ 2005. 

30 In a first OfJice action in the US national phase, mailed 3/28/06, Examiner rejected claims 
1-18 under 35 U.S.C, 101 as addressed to unpatentable subject matter, claims 1, 2, 10, and 
1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by Schroder and rejected all of the other claims 
under 35 U.S.G. 103 as obvious Over Schroder wheh combined with various other 
references; Applieant's aftomey requested an interview, which Examiner graeiously 

35 granted. The interview took place at 1 1:00 on July 1 1. Applicapt^is attpmey provided 
Examiner with a written AtgumentM assist Examiner in his preparation for the interview. 
This response is based on the Argument, which in turn is an expanded version of the 
argument made in the Response to the Written Gpinion. 
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Applicant has amended claim 1 to address the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101 and is 

traversing the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103. 

5 Please amend the claims as follows: 
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